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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 3, 7-9, 13, 14, 15, 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Heinonen et al. (US 6,438,385) in view of Nakamura et al. (US 
6,011,973). 

Regarding claim 1, Heinonen discloses a silent zone system comprising a 
transceiver for defining a silent zone for a wireless communication device (certain 
area (Fig. 1,1) provided with a base station, BTS); a muter for automatically 
issuing a silent zone command to the wireless communication device when the 
wireless communication device enters the silent zone (mobile station receives 
from BTS a muting message when its within the area); a programmable memory 
for storing a muting status information (memory of the mobile station) and a 
digital information center (mobile communication center connected to the BTS) in 
communication with the programmable memory for communicating the muting 
status information to the wireless communication device (Col. 4, lines 9 - 25). 

However, Heinonen does not specifically disclose enabling the wireless 
communication device to provide notification of a status of the wireless 
communication device through an advisory message to another device 
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attempting to communicate with the wireless communication device. In an 
analogous art, Nakamura discloses a mobile communication system comprising 
a base station having a message transmission function for transmitting a 
message for notifying the other party of incapability of speech communication 
(Nakamura, Col. 5, lines 45 - 67). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
technique of Nakamura to the system of Heinonen in order to provide a mobile 
communication system which can restrict the use of a mobile unit in places 
where troubles may be caused by radio waves radiated from mobile units and in 
places where speech communication makes the people around the mobile units 
uncomfortable. 

Regarding claim 3, Heinonen in view of Nakamura as applied to claim 1 
above discloses that the transceiver is further for facilitating command 
communication between the muter and the wireless communication device and 
between the digital information center and the wireless communication device 
(BTS transmitting the muting command to the mobile station, Heinonen, Col. 4, 
lines 9 - 25). 

Regarding claim 7, Heinonen in view of Nakamura as applied to claim 1 
above discloses that the muting status information is communicated to the 
wireless communication device based on device specific parameters (BTS 
transmitting a message to the mobile station, Heinonen, Col. 4, lines 9 - 25). 
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Regarding claim 8, Heinonen in view of Nakamura as applied to claim 1 
above discloses that the device specific parameters include voice or text 
communicating capability (BTS transmitting a message to the mobile station 
informing of the situation, Nakamura, Col. 5, lines 45 - 67). 

Regarding claim 9, the claim is interpreted and rejected for the same 
reason as set forth in claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 13, the claim is interpreted and rejected for the same 
reason as set forth in claim 8. 

Regarding claim 14, the claim is interpreted and rejected for the same 
reason as set forth in claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 15, Heinonen in view of Nakamura discloses maintaining 
and communicating the silent zone status information in a categorized format 
(mobile communication center maintains and communicates the message to 
mobile stations entering the restricted zone, Heinonen, Col. 4, lines 9 - 25). 

Regarding claim 19, the claim is interpreted and rejected for the same 
reason as set forth in claim 8. 

Regarding claim 20, Heinonen in view of Nakamura as applied to claim 14 
above discloses communication an advisory message from one of the 
communication devices within the specific zone to a calling device (a base 
station located in a restricted area having a message transmission function for 
transmitting a message for notifying the other party of incapability of speech 
communication (Nakamura, Col. 5, lines 45 - 67). 
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3. Claim 2, 11 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Heinonen in view of Nakamura as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Kinnunen et al. (US 6,813,501). 

Regarding claim 2, Heinonen in view of Nakamura as applied to claim 1 
above discloses that the digital information center is for storing one of event and 
location specific information as the muting status information and communicating 
the muting status information to the wireless communication device (mobile 
communication center connected to a base station has knowledge of the location 
of the mobile station and if it is in the restricted area then instructs the base 
station to transmit muting message to the mobile station). 

However, Heinonen in view of Nakamura does not specifically disclose 
storing and communicating the information in extensible markup language 
format. In an analogous art, Kinnunen discloses storing and communicating a 
message in extensible markup language (Col. 10, line 61 through Col. 11, line 
67). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to provide the technique of Kinnunen to the 
modified system of Heinonen and Nakamura in order to provide services from the 
Internet to the mobile telephones so that the user of the mobile telephone can 
beneficiate from many services within a particular area. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , the claim is interpreted and rejected for the same 
reason as set forth in claim 2. 
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Regarding claim 16, the claim is interpreted and rejected for the same 
reason as set forth in claim 2. 



4. Claims 4, 5, 6, 10, 12, 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Heinonen in view of Nakamura as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Lipovski (US 6,675,002). 

Regarding claim 4, Heinonen in view of Nakamura as applied to claim 1 
above does not specifically discloses that the transceiver has an override 
function for terminating the silent mode command based upon a mute override 
wireless communication device parameter. In an analogous art, Lipovski 
discloses a transceiver having an override function for terminating the silent 
mode based upon a mute override command (Col. 6, lines 33 - 67). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the technique of Lipovski in order to provide a 
system and method for muting sound or radio frequency emissions from 
electronic devices. 

Regarding claim 5, Heinonen in view of Nakamura and further in view of 
Lipovski as applied to claim 4 above discloses that the muting status information 
includes at least one of an event location and event time duration (Lipovski, CoL 
2, lines 1 1 - 40). 
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Regarding claim 6, Heinonen in view of Nakamura and further in view of 
Lipovski discloses that the muting status information further includes at least one 
of an event description and event purpose (Lipovski, Col. 2, lines 1 1 - 40). 

Regarding claim 10, the claim is interpreted and rejected for the same 
reason as set forth in claim 5. 

Regarding claim 12, the claim is interpreted and rejected for the same 
reason as set forth in claim 6. 

Regarding claim 17, the claim is interpreted and rejected for the same 
reason as set forth in claim 5. 

Regarding claim 18, the claim is interpreted and rejected for the same 
reason as set forth in claim 6. 



Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Ranta (US 6,832,093) discloses a method and system for restricting the 
operation of a radio device within a certain area. 

Berstis et al. (US 6,650,894) discloses a method, system and program for 
conditionally controlling electronic devices. 

Shteyn et al. (US 6,782,253) discloses a mobile micro portal. 
Valentine et al. (US 6,01 1 ,973) discloses a method and apparatus for 
restricting operation of cellular telephone to well delineated geographical areas. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Un C Cho whose telephone number is (703) 305-8725. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M - F 8:00AM to 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lester Kincaid can be reached on (703) 306-3016. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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